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Mercator.73 At that time he did not become acquainted with Collins; and, although he conversed with Oldenburg on literary matters, on physics and mechanics, he did not exchange with him even one little word on higher geomery, much less on the series of Newton. Indeed, that he was almost a stranger to these subjects, except perhaps in the properties of numbers, even that he had not paid very much attention to them, is shown well enough by the letters which he exchanged with Oldenburg, which have been lately published by his opponents. The same fact will appear clearly from those which they say have been preserved in England; but they suppressed them,74 I firmly believe, because it would be quite clear from them that up to then there had been no correspondence between him and Oldenburg on matters geometrical. Nevertheless, they would have it credited (not indeed with the slightest evidence brought forward in favor of the supposition) that certain results obtained by Collins, Gregory and Newton, which were in the possession of Oldenburg, were communicated by him to Leibniz.
On his return from England to France in the year 1673,75 having meanwhile satisfactorily performed his work for the Most Noble Elector of Mainz, he still by his favor remained in the service of Mainz; but his time being left more free, at the instigation of Huygens he began to work at Cartesian analysis (which aforetime had been beyond him),76 and in order to obtain an insight
73 We have here a parallel (or a precedent) for my suggestion that Leibniz was mentally confusing Barrow and Pascal as the source of his inspiration for the characteristic triangle.    For here, without any doubt whatever, is a like confusion.    What Pell told him was that his theorems on numbers occurred in a book by Mouton entitled De diametris apparentibus Solis et Lunae (published in 1670).   Leibniz, to defend himself from a charge of plagiarismf made haste to borrow a copy from Oldenburg and found to his relief that not only had Mouton got his results by a different method, but that his own were more general.   The words in italics are interesting.
Of course these words are not italicized by Gerhardt, from whom this account has been taken (G. 1848, p. 19); nor does he remark on Leibniz's lapse of memory in this instance. Further there is no mention made of it in connection with the Historia, i. e., in G. 1846. Is it that Gerhardt, as counsel for the defense, is afraid of spoiling the credibility of his witness by proving that part of his evidence is unreliable? Or did he not become aware of the error till afterward ? See Cantor, III, p. 76.
74 An instance is referred to on p. 85 of De Morgan's Newton, showing the sort of thing that was done by the committee.   This however is not connected with a letter to Oldenburg, but to Collins.   It may be taken as a straw that shows the way the wind blew.
75  Observe that nothing has been said of the fact that Leibniz had purchased a copy of Barrow and took it back with him to Paris.
76  Cf. the remark in the postscript to Bernoulli's letter, where Leibniz says that the work of Descartes, looked at at about the same time as Clavius, that is, while he was still a youth, "seemed to be more intricate."